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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. 

The original specification does not provide support for "a main module configured 
to be rotatably connected to the display module" as is now claimed in claim 23. 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the inventbn is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



4. Claims 1 , 2, 8, 9, 13, 14, 16 and 18-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Stoye (5969696) and Applicant's Admitted Prior Art (AAPA). 
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Regarding to claims 1 , and 21 -22, Stoye discloses a computer system, 
comprising: generating means for generating sense signals 53 for identifying vendor 
display type of an installed display (col. 2, lines 30-43); and brightness control means 
for matching brightness control information corresponding to the vendor display type of 
the installed display among preset brightness control information for each of the plurality 
of display types, wherein the brightness control information is used to control the 
brightness of the installed display (col. 2, lines 44-62). Stoye does not explicitly disclose 
the checking means. However, the generating means as disclosed is equivalent the 
checking means because both the generating means and the checking means generate 
the same identifying function. 

Stoye fails disclose an inverter for providing a driving current to control the 
brightness of the display. 

AAPA, in same the display field, discloses the use of an inverter for providing a 
driving current to control the brightness of a display device (see page 2, paragraph 4). 

In light of AAPA, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
use an inverter in Stoye's system to provide a driving current to control the brightness of 
the display because Stoye does not teach using any specific method for control the 
brightness of the display. 

Regarding to claim 2, the above disclosures of claim 1 applied here as well. The 
checking means checks inherent control information of at least one of the display. Stoye 
further discloses output means for outputting a brightness control information 
corresponding to a inherent control information of at least one display among preset 
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brightness cx)ntrol infornnation for each of the plurality of displays to output information 
to control brightness of the at least one display; and conversion means for supplying an 
information to drive the at least one display based on the output information of the 
output means (col. 2, lines 30-62). 

Regarding to claim 8, Stoye disclose decoding the sense signals (inherent 
control information) of a display intended to use (col. 2, lines 44-55), retrieving the 
brightness control information corresponding to the display among one or more 
prescribed brightness control information (col. 2, lines 30-62), and variably controlling 
the brightness of the corresponding display by using the retrieved brightness control 
information (col. 2, lines 30-62). 

Regarding to claim 9, Stoye inherently discloses the one or more brightness 
control information is stored in advance to correspond to the inherent control 
Information of the displays because the system is self-configurable. 

Regarding to claim 13, the above disclosures of claim 1 applied here as well. The 
computer system inherently comprises a system BIOS and a memory for storing 
brightness control values. 

Regarding to claim 14, the computer system inherently comprises a memory for 
strong brightness information and one or more correcting coefficients for respective 
displays because the system is self-configurable. 

Regarding to claims 16 and 18-19, the above disclosures of claims 8 and 14 
applied here as well. 

Regarding to claim 20, Stoye discloses the specific brightness control 
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Information is for a generalized display type or generic display type, and wherein the 
displays are LCDs. 

Regarding to claim 23, Stoye further discloses a display module configured with 
the display device and a single inverter, and a main module configured to be rotatably 
connected (hinged connector 60, col. 2, lines 13-23) to the display module, wherein the 
installable display types comprise a plurality of various vendor display types. The 
computer system is a notebook computer (see Fig. 1). 

5. Claims 3, 4, 7, 10, 15, and17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stoye as applied to claims 1, 2, 8, 9, 13, 14, 16 and 18-23 above, 
and further in view of Lee et a. (5854617). 

The disclosures of the above claims applied here as well. 

Stoye does not disclose identifying power modes, and outputting signals 
corresponding to the identified power modes. 

Lee, in the same display field, discloses a display device comprising an AC 
adapter mode and a battery mode (see Fig. 2), means for identifying the power modes, 
and means for outputting signal corresponding to the identified power modes to control 
the brightness of a display screen. 

It would have been obvious to use Lee's concept in Stoye's invention so that the 
brightness of the display can be properly adjusted when a different power source is 
used. 
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6. Claims 5, 6 and 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stoye in view of Lee et al. as applied to claims 3, 4, 7, 10, 15, and17 
above, and further in view of Terasaki (58445400). 

Regarding to claims 5 and 11-12, the modified Stoye does not disclose outputting 
a PWM signal to adjust the brightness of the display. 

Terasaki, in the sanne display field, discloses a display device comprising a circuit 
means for generating and outputting a PWM signal to adjust the brightness of a display. 

In light of Terasaki, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to use Lee circuit means in the system of the modified Stoye to output a PWM signal for 
adjusting the brightness of the display. This would have been obvious because 
modulating a pulse width of a signal is one of conventional ways to adjust the brightness 
of a display. 

Regarding to claim 6, it is considered a matter of obvious choice to form the 
memory means, the output means and input means-control means on a single chip 
because it is not regarded as inventive to merely make these elements integral. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 8/31/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Figure 2 provides a written description of an exemplary 
notebook computer. Therefore, the rejection of claim 23 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 is 
overcome. The examiner disagrees with applicant's arguments. Figure 2 and the rest of 
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the disclosure may disclose the computer system is a notebook computer. However, 
nowhere in the disclosure disclose "a main module configured to be rotatably connected 
to the display module". A notebook computer does not almost comprise a main module 
configured to be rotatably connected to a display module. 

Applicant argues that Stoye does not teach or suggest a computer system that 
includes at least features of an equipped inverter to provide driving currents for each 
installed vendor type of a plurality of display types, brightness control means and 
combinations thereof as recited in claim 1 . The examiner disagrees with applicant's 
arguments. As indicated in the above rejections. Stoye teaches a controller for providing 
different signals based on each of displays to control the brightness (intensity, see col. 
2, lines 56-62) of each of the displays. Applicant Admitted Prior Art (AAPA) discloses an 
equipped inverter for providing driving current for each display to control the brightness 
of each of the displays. Thus, the combination of Stoye and AAPA clearly teaches the 
feature of an equipped inverter to provide driving currents for each installed vendor type 
of a plurality of display types, brightness control means and combinations thereof as 
recited in claim 1 . Applicant cannot show non-obviousness by attacking references 
individually whereas here the rejections are based on combination of references. In re 
Keller, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981). 

Conclusion 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dennis-Doon Chow whose telephone number is 571- 
272-7767. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sumati Lefkowitz can be reached on 571-272-3638. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). /O / // 




B^nis-Doon Chow 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2629 
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